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The main purpose of this article is that the United States and China have not only 
reached a consensus of preventing Taiwan from changing status quo unilaterally, but 
also started their respective cooperative mechanism.  Such consensus and 
mechanism may help reduce the ratio of cross-strait conflict, and have had negative 
impact on Taiwan.  Now Washington has the right to define what “status quo” is, but 
Beijing also tries to share such a right with the United States.  Therefore, our 
international space may be further restrained.  On the other hand, whether the United 
States will dispatch its troops to come to rescue Taiwan according to the Taiwan 
Relations Act has remained in the grey area for years. Due to such an uncertain 
variable, Beijing has hesitated to use its force against Taiwan.  However, such a grey 
area was damaged in 2004.  
Keywords: 1992 Consensus, 1992 Basis of Hong Kong Meeting, Anti-Secession Law, 
Five No’s, Taiwan Relations Act, Change of Taiwan’s Status Quo, Cross-Strait Peace 
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